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a whole, education lagged behind. So it is reasonably
certain that the present number of places in the new India
is not likely to be higher than seventeen millions, since the
access of population from the states after partition brings
India's total to roughly the same as that of the former
British India.
Because of the low expectation of life in the sub-continent,
the population is a very young one. Some forty per cent
are below the age of fourteen. Take that as the desired
school-leaving age and it follows that with a total of three
hundred million inhabitants, India needs schools to hold at
least five times as many children as at present, to say nothing
of the more complicated problems of higher education.
In 1943, long before it became apparent that the British
would hand over full control in so short a time, one of the
many devoted British officials of the Indian Civil Service,
Mr. John Sargent, Educational Adviser to the Government
of India, submitted a scheme for providing free and com-
pulsory education up to the age of fourteen throughout
British India. It was a monumental piece of work. It
aimed at the recruiting and training of two million teachers.
It touched on all aspects of education, from basic teaching
to specialised craft training, high schools, and universities.
When the Sargent Report was issued, the commonest
reaction was that it represented a most formidable and
ambitious programme. Many Indians, and most Europeans
in India, suggested that the cost would be prohibitively high
and the prospects of attainment slender. Yet it visualised
the full scheme as taking a period of forty years to complete
at an annual cost of 225 million sterling.
That programme is now being revised. The Sargent Plan
of achieving education for all between the ages of six and
fourteen at the end of forty years has been discarded as too
slow. Those who have demanded a speeding-up of the trans-
ition comment that any plan with such a distant target is
liable to be shelved. Psychologically, their argument is